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attributable to the nature of the subject, including, as it does, inquiry
into the animus of persons who have either died without leaving any
clear record of their intentions, but allowing them to be collected by
inference from acts often equivocal; or who, being alive and interested,
have a natural tendency to give their bygone feelings a tone and colour
suggested by their present inclinations.'1
1 The second irrational feature is the requirement that for
/residence in a country to be equated with domicil it must be
/ intended to be permanent. If the mere contempIatiorTby a man
of a possible return to his fatherland at some indeterminate
time in the future is enough to deprive his present home of the
quality of permanence, then of necessity a number of elusive
and dubious matters will be admissible in evidence and the
stage will be set for a protracted and complicated trial. Nothing
must be neglected that can possibly indicate the bent of the
residents mind. His aspirations, whims, amours, prejudices,
health, religion, financial expectations—all are taken into
account. As Lord Atkinson observed with respect to Winans v.
A.-G.f 'the tastes, habits, conduct, actions, ambitions, health,
hopes, and projects of Mr. Winans deceased, were all con-
sidered as keys to his intention to make a home in England*.3
Again, in Hoskins v. tyLatthews* we find Turner L.J. saying:
""	^^	^«
*We have to consider, then, whether Mr. Matthews afterwards
abandoned his English domicil and acquired a new domicil in Tuscany,
and for this purpose we must examine his movements, his acts, his
motives, his family, his fortune and his health, for all these considera-
tions enter into or may enter into the question of his domicil.'
Having regard, therefore, to the roving commission imposed Examples
upon the courts, it is not surprising that their decisions exhibit
a multiplicity of different factors which have been regarded as
indicia of intention. Without attempting to give an exhaustive
list, it may be useful to observe that at one time and another
the following have been regarded as criteria of intention:
naturalization,5 purchase of a house6 or of a burial ground,7 the
1	Bell v. Kennedy (i 868), L.R. i Sc. & Div. 307, at p. 322.
2	[1904.3 A.C. 287; supra, p. 167.
3	Casdagliv. Casdagli, [1919] A.C 145, 178.
4	(1856), 8DeG. M.&G. 13, 16; Infra, p. 183.
5	DJEtchegoyen v. D'Etckegoyen (i 888), r 3 P.D. 132.
6	DJEtchegoyen v. D'Etckegoyen, supra-, Moorhousev. Lord (1863), 10 H.L.C.
272; Stevenson v. Masson (1873), L.R. 17 Eq. 78; In re Creignish, [1892]
3 Ch, 180.
7	Stevenson v. Mtsson, suprai Haldane v. Eckford (1869), L.R. 8 Eq. 631,
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